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Dnwny Hs¡Lrlra, Chairnralr of the Hopi Council of the
Ilopi fudiau Trilte, ete., Altpell,ønt,

V.

Pnu¡., Jorvns, Ch¿irman of the Navajo Tribal Council
of the Navajo fndian Tribe, etc., and RosERr X'.

K¡rv¡¡nnv, Attorney General of the Unitecl States,
etc.

.Èppeel from the Unlted Stales Distticl Court for lhe
Dlstr¡ct of Àrízona

MËMOR.å,I{DUM FOR THE ÀPPELLEE CHAIRMå,N

This is the FIopis' cross-€lppeal from tbe jutlgment
of Ure specially constituted tlu'ee-judge court below
(210 F. Supp. 725) in the litigation authorizecl t¡y
Congress in the Act of July 22, 7958, Pub. L. 85-547,
?2 Stat. 403, for the final settlement of the Long staud-
irag land controversy betweeu the Navajo and the llopi
Tribes of frdians.

FCHP01254



2

The facts and the issues are set forth in detail in the
julisclictional statemeut heretofore filed on behalf of
the Navajos lri Jones v. Eeøling, No, 985 of the ltres-
ent Term,

tr'or the reasons set forth at pp, 22-23 of that d.ocu-

ment, we consider the Hopist present coutentions to be
untenable. None the less, as we have already said, we
urge that, with a vierv to ultimate reeoneiliatiou be-
trveeu tbe two quasi-sovereigu fndian nations iuvolved,
the Hopis' claims be not rejected before their ergu-
ments have been fully heard. by this Court'

Accordingly, rve join in asking that this Cor¡rt note
probable jurisd.iction of the present appeal by the
IlopÌs, and- we agah ul'ge that probable jurisdictiou
of the Navajos' appeal in No. 985 be likewise noted.

Respeetfully submittecl.

Nonrvr¿w M. LtrrRtr l,,
182+26 Jefferson Plaee, N.W.,
lYashington 6, D. C.,
Counsel f or the d'ppe\l,ee Cha'irman.

Fnnnenrcr Bnn¡¡¡ts'Wrnl'lR,
1025 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.,
'S'¿shingtou 6, D. C.,

Josnps tr'. McPsEBsoN,
La Canarla, Califonria,

Of Counsel'.

Mrv 1963.
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